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Rosebery, finding himself cin apparent difference with a con-
siderable mass of the Liberal party on the Eastern Question and
in some conflict of opinion with Mr. Gladstone', resigned the
liberal leadership. A stronger man would not have so acted, but
his sensitive nature had been stung past bearing by pin-pricks.
Following the regular usage in the liberal and conservative parties,
the ex-premier was succeeded by different leaders in the two
houses—Lord Kimberley in the lords and Sir William Harcourt
in the commons. But the exceptional standing of the latter gave
him virtually the leadership of the whole party; though he was
not destined to retain it long. At the end of 1898 he too threw
up his post in a sulk. Morley followed him by withdrawing from
'the formal councils of the heads of the Liberal party5; and the
succession lay between Campbell-Bannerman and Asquith. The
whips offered it to Asquith; but, as he was then a practising
barrister dependent on his earnings at the Bar, he preferred that it
should pass to Campbell-Bannerman.1 The appointment, though
no one knew then, carried the premiership seven years later.
The year 1897 was that of Queen Victoria's second, or Dia-
mond, Jubilee. The 1887 programme having been an unquali-
fied success, it was thought well, so far as the queen's strength
allowed, to go through it again. But a good thing repeated is
seldom quite so good the second time; and on the whole this was
true of the two Jubilees. The queen herself by the later date had
become aged and fragile; neither the nation nor the governing
classes in it felt any longer the same self-confidence about their
position; and imperialism, which was again the leading note in
the celebrations, no longer commanded universal assent, com-
promised as it now seemed to many by a rising passion for aggres-
sion and conquest. The people's enthusiasm for the sovereign,
however, was as unanimous as ever.
1 A letter to the present writer from Asquith's eldest son Raymond, dated from
Asquith's house 22 December 1898, reads: *The Whips lunched here the other day
and offered my father the leadership j but he defers to C.-Bannerman, being a poor man
and dependent on his practice at the Bar. From a pawky letter, which he has
received from C.B., I gather that the latter will take it with a little pressing.* This,
though not the common version of what happened, is, it is believed, the correct
one. The popular myth, that Asquith was 'passed over* as too imperialist, has
been based on an anachronism. No such division between him and Campbell-
Bannerman in regard to imperialism existed to any important extent until after
the outbreak of the South African war. Technically the whips were not in a posi-
tion to make an 'offer1, the decision resting with the ex-cabinet ministers in the
commons, i.e. Asquith, Campbell-Bannerman, Fowler, and Bryce. But prac-
tically, in all the circumstances of this case, they were.

